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What was impressive, however, was the demonstration
of this truth in relation to Ireland, a country in which
the number of the poor was greater in proportion to
that of the rich than in Great Britain, and in which
those branches of indirect taxation which fell upon
the mass of the people produced about the same
revenue per head in Ireland as they did in Great
Britain, while the taxes which fell upon the wealthier
classes produced a very much smaller revenue per
head.1 " Ireland," in short, as Mr. Nassau Senior
had observed in 1864, " is overtaxed because she is
poor." 2 " Precisely the same disadvantage," writes
the Edinburgh Eeviewer, " from which Ireland is
represented as suffering might be shewn to exist,
and for precisely the same reasons, in any poor dis-
trict, and especially in any poor and spirit-drinking
district of England or Scotland," and he drew the
obvious conclusion that so far as Irish overtaxation
is either a poor man's grievance or a spirit-drinker's
grievance, "if it requires to be dealt with, it must
be by changes of taxation applicable to the whole'of
the United Kingdom."

So long as the claim of Ireland to be treated as a
separate financial entity remained unrecognized, no
direct result could be expected from the recommenda-
tions of the majority of the Commissioners; nor were
Irish politicians at all disposed to agree to any action
on the suggestion put forward that Irish expendi-
ture was wasteful and extravagant and should be
reduced. The main result of their investigations was,
therefore, to encourage the policy of recognizing the
claims of Ireland to be treated as a poor district of

1 Final Report, p. 184.                            2 Ibid.